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and deliver me ﬁ-omft.hoee who hs.ve al-' - How is-1t.possible that the: ‘President, " the changé'in permanent law, it is $6 in

- ready found it.”’ : . oonunuel 40 say that for every $10 in taxes—I have-the Senate figure here of
" . Mr. President, I may- not. be abso- defioit reduction in the -budget plan $5 in taxeo—for every 31 of upanding

lutely right and I know that my posi- that he submitted—the plan that was cuts.

tion on this 1s not popular with some adopted by the House—that there i8 $5 But what the House actua.lly a.dopted\

in my home State, but if you-want to in spending cuts and 35 in taxes. Let wasthe following measure, and I would .

. restore people's confidence in'this'sys-- me qdote you from the Congreesional like to'ask the administration if I am:

tem, you can take thlsﬁrst. st.ep‘ . - Budget Office—and I remind you that Wwrong on these figures, which--I am
1yleld the floor. . ' this'is the institution that the Presi- going to put .in'the - CONGRESSIONAL "
" The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-- dent picked as the judge and jury of his "RECORD. I would like them to explain’
-ator from Arkansas ylelds t.he ﬂoor * - budget. to me, 80 that'we can have a debate ln
-Who seeks recognition? - The Congresaiona.l Budget’ OIIIoo says English, what we are talking about.
Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. Preaident 1 sug- ‘on'page 6 of their report entitled “An -According- to. the - ‘numbers - that I
‘gest the absence of a quorum: Analysis of the President’s: Februa.ry lmve as compared to the current law of:
"The PRESIDING. OFFICER The Budgetary Proposals, March 1993'": *.- - the. la.nd, the bill that was adopted by-.
clerk ‘will call the roll-. “Thirse-quarters of the $356 billion in cumu- the House cuts spending $77.4-billlon. It
~The -legislative clerk prooeeded to ‘Iative deficlt reduction contained in the ad-. also. increased spending $31.6. billion;~
. callthe roll. .« - 42 " ministration's program would stem from in- ~giving uga- net spendlng cut of uss bu- :
' Mr. GRAMM. 'Mr, Presldent 1 a.sk -Croases ‘in revenuee, and onlv ono-qu Hom -
- unanimous consent.that the: order for - from cutsin outlays.. . - : -« 'The . Preaident's bm ha.s _taxes of -
‘the quommcanbemcmded -feos, = 'Mr. ‘President, ’ thll 8- not* Phil~ 33309 billion in tax increase; $55.4:bil-

. .The PRESIDING- opmcm~wnhout. Gramm " talking: This is not Senator 110n in tax cuts; so that the net tax in--_
objectlon. 1t ia so ordorod : ..~ BoB DOLE talking. The.Congressional crease: 18 $275.5 billion. User fees, which -
-Mr. GRAMM. M. President, I noti ticed ~Budget Office says that the President’s . are'new fees'that will:be paid by peopte”
thatweweroln quorum call. < v ¢ . plan has $3 in taxes for every dollar of - who will view them .as taxes, are $15.5 .
I ask.- nna.nlmoua .consent. -that, -1 Spending cuts. In-fact, I know:of 1o - billion.-So-when you total it up-over 5
might speak as in mornlnz buslneu for J“““de nonpartisap- group -in-America. - JOATS, the*blll»,punp& in‘the House; as
/10 minutes. Sgenr SRRTINE. / that argaes that the President’s budaot* weo measyre it; ‘cuta spending :by- 845.8
The PRESIDING' OFFICER., Without . cuta S1° of ;spending  for™ every_ $1.of. billioh andraises taxes and fees by $291.
~ objoctiom the' Senator..from-Texas is- taxes.: S e \bﬂuon.v* o L e
v' \.‘:*

. <-The: “Congreaﬂonul Budget. ;Office, .. ~That:i8 & ratio’ of $6.35 n; tu:ee tor

RS ) 4% which - the Preaident chase as-the judge - every ‘dollar of'spending cuts. And it'is”

4 : - and Jury, finds -that - the- President's " ‘even worse, becauss the House bill Has:.

THE PRESIDENT’S PRESS - budget;‘as adopted by Congress, has in_ all these: taxes ret;roo.ctlve t.o Januarr

OpNFERENCE P -'thelr mumbers -about $3 in'taxes tl"gr B
Mr. 'GRAMM., -Tdday e every$1 in -spending“cuts. :Yet, "the ~:. 8o.if 'you. look at. t.he bul paased in.
House.?,he Prosident mnd:ta?mﬁ:: "President continues to talk “about 60" “the Hotike yeir. by year, we find that in”
"’in opening ‘& press:conference that I. cents’ in upendlng cnt.s- for every dolla.r 1994, there are $20.68 of ‘taxes and fees .

" would like.to respond to-briefly.-I re-..0f taxes : for -évery. dollar of ‘spending cuts. In
spond not to be argumentative, but be-. - - Lot me ‘explain’ 1 my coueagues very~»1996. «there. dre-$9,77 of ‘taxes.and fees"
catise if we.are ever going to have & brleﬁy why this continues to ‘add to':for every doHar’ of ‘spending_-cuts..‘In’ .
real debate about economic policy, it is the confusion. When Bill Clinton ran 1995, theré'are $6.47 of taxes and fees £0 -
*.important_that’ we all use the; - 86 - -for President, he said that he was going . every dollar’éf spendlng cuts..In 1877, .
language, ‘and '] proposs -that. we use  bocut spending $3 for every $1-of new $5:52 of taxes and fees to every dollar of-

English. Let me read the quote from - " taxes. That was‘the tampaign rhetoric..: spending cuts: In 1998, $4.58 of taxes and

" “the Preﬂdent. ‘and I would 1ike ‘to.go: “'Then, - when * Congressman . Panetta . fees for every doliarof spending cuts. - ..
through ‘and 'point out -why “we ‘hayve - ¥asbefore the Sendte for confirmation - - “Over-the 6-year period that the Presi-
-guch & problem m discusalng t,he budg. “and was asked about his goal in deflcit ° dent’s economic program would be in:
et - ieductlon. hﬁ:ralc} “$2 in spending cuts effect, as passéd by the House -and now. .

The Preudent mw in transc orevery-dollar of taxes.” - - . Pending ‘in ‘the Senate Finance Com-
of his statement’ toda.y ,f,h gpamng'é,‘l’: The President; in the Sta.te of the_‘ mittes, taxes would rlse 3835 tox‘ every
news oconference: | ~ Union Address, ;ﬁ‘a} ':} wnd%ﬁs' _dollarof apenglenz cuts.

: L . -outs for every o " e'. . How can it be that the Presidant con-,
S,}.P,‘:‘m 2,0“:,,,,“23,,?? mt’;“;,fﬂ; President, today, continues to: 81 tinues to, taik: about 50 cents in spend-
,with, for every” $10 that thie deficit s re-~ Spending cuts for every 31 of taxes. But . ing cuts’ for every.50 cents in taxes? I
' duced; 35 comes fromspending cuts: $3.76 -when the President’s budget' came t6 do not sde any. way.in the world that
. comaa from upper-income psople; $1.25 comes ' the  Congress - ‘and  was adopted, it ‘the Preeident ca.n rugtify t.hese num-'.
“from the middle class;-and families with in." mnedonttobowottuestorevery peu N o
; comes under 330,000 & year are held harmless. . §1_of spending outs.-And-now We ‘are” - think oné of the TeAsOnNA ea.rehav-

- M Preeidenb let me’ ‘remind’ myool- dealihg with the changes in permapent-'-\mg such a:mmcmt, timé debating these
"leagues that when the President gave .law that flow from that budget. - - " issues:is & &y not only has the -Presi-
the State of the Union Address, he In fact, when the President talks dent ‘changéd his" brogra.m from what
8ald, in essence: Let us not ‘argue: over about ‘the plan that the House passed, . he promised in: the campaign, which"”
" whose numbers to-use. Let us usé ‘the and which the Senate Finance Commit-* was $3 in‘spending cuts for every dollar
Congressional Budget Office, a8 an im- teé is mow consfdering, he is no longer 'of taxes, but,he continués to talk about
partial arbiter of -these budget num- talidng abouyt the budget plan;. he-i8 '$1 of spending’cuts for: every dollar of
bers, for all of the’ sporlng 80 We can all- talking about the changes in perma- -taxes when,.in fact, the bill ‘that has
use the same langun.ge “,* * nent law that flow from the- budget rnow- bgen a.dopced by .the House that

1 remind my colleaguea who ‘may -plan. And according to figures t}‘om the makes the changea“in permanent law,
have forgotten that-there were some on Congressional .Budget - Office, “some-  has $6.35in taxes: for every dollar -of-
‘my side of the alsle who scoffed at the thing has happened which. is: totally = spending cuts. If the House bill passed
posaibility that . the "Congressional predictable. A budget that started out and became the law of the land, and
Budget Office- was going to be an‘im- -at $3- in cuts for every $1 in tsaxes, then, nothing. elag were done we would get
- pertial arbiter. But, nevertheless, the o $2 in cuts for every $I.of taxes, ;" $6.35 of permanent taxes for every $1 in
Prealdebt made the point very cle&rly d then becairie’$1'in cuts for évery 81‘\pendjng1cut,g and;Mr. -President,” T
Usé.the Congressional Budget. Office as - of taxes, and then became-$3.23 in taxes >lave. wvery: ;eafl doubt.a that-even the $1°
~the judge and jury of his biydget and all - for every $1 in spending cuts,' guess .-of-épendihg.cuts will ever happen since
" othér budgets that we would consider. * what? Now that 'the House has" a,domed . I offered. an-amendment to make the "
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budget binding so it could be.entorcad.
and 1twa.srejected-onv1rt.ua.llya
party-line vote. I have to belleve that-
the people .on the Democratic side of
the aisle do notinbandtoenforoetheir
gpend}ng cuts. But even if everything

the President has asked is done,
evenifl.nlﬂﬂ?andlwa we . .made all of .
these gpending -cuta, we atill are talk-
ing about & budget that has 33 of new
taxes for every dollar of spending: cuu.

S0 I think the reason-that we are
having & very dificult time reaching &
bipartisan consensus is we continue to
talk pest each other. And I thought it
.was dmportant, .given this. RBW state-

~.every $5 intaxes? .’
M:.,quident-.l
“the cne.idom

»thukmm oonﬁnm

bdhoe M,is

‘those numhmam.kuitmﬂimmk 204 T end upspendiﬂz more'than the

lforu&ohavsamﬂ—dahatamrm
B g s R T i .

.. Let.me iubmlt.“th

asked the Onntmtoda' and that u.,
letmmmw Of-.

fice lopk.at’'these numbers and tell us. mbmuwomabemmnummur

and . the. American- peopls - shat . the s

. ;bﬂl,hoem!hve“bmnlhhtnmm
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Nm..forwhatlbelieveiamobablythe
maost important amendment that wil
be offered to this bill. -

This amendment will eliminate the
public subsidies far Senate campaigns.

1 am shocked when I hear people dis-
cusaion this bill imply that, Hf you are
Wwitzmmmtm
reform. That 18 not the truth. -

“The facts are that:this bill bas the -
label of campaige reform, but whet 1t

‘really shonld be isbeled is “‘the politi- -

cians’ subsidy bil}'* or “food stamps for
politicians’ or “entitlements for poli--
tictans ¥ If you look &t page 17 af the
‘leadership - substitute, “woa - will' find ~
. lgted several onuﬂanentl iathh:bm
fm‘dﬁgﬁbleunmm

Eligible oa.ndidausunmtiﬂed t.o m-

-gresemen deocduse 1 do not ‘agree with -

pﬂl!cxubddies!donotmnk the tax-

be ‘my_ -cam-
to ‘parttcipate, -

deﬂnoda.mormtu tted under this'

pa_muturexor evmydona.r'l’xat ‘above
‘thetr spending Hrmit,-In iy Btate, the.

-massiye nnlmcanhdtty

tmt.hm.iamreadstodomidonot “You . have: woter.. mmmnnmaﬁon
believe the. is ready o . vonchﬁmmmysmta.dhjsahout
-de-dt; mmwmauk- Smmiwmmathnspeuﬁcmom
ot [Office mmmmm Inmthate.anB%,th&Bta&anfOkl&-
budget.” Set.npu.the}udgea.nd}uryhy
the President, they have found the ad- . are 3511000, cuurtaynfthnn.&m-

hama, wvater. communication vouchers. -

ministration - guilty - 'of ‘nat. dexeling .
rwith:.haAmaﬂca.npaoplexho t.'th,ah'

"‘\v‘

mrimsmma'omm t.i.mo

payer. .. :
Ihappent.odiugma:ithxha.t.{.dn
‘not think taxpayers shonid be paging’
- far that inmy race. I do not want them'
todoit.Bu-tvat.thathwhat.mmthiﬂ

S7191

nication vouchers, that will reach hun-
dreds of millions of daollars.

The voter communica.t:ion vouchers, T
might tell my friend, the Presiding Of-
ficer, are $574,000 1n Narth Dakota. You
might not have been aware of that. But .
if this bill passes, a candidate partici-
pating fram North Dakota is going to
. .get .4 voter communication voucher of
$574,000 if they ars able to go out and-
buy TV time. A participating candidate
‘can go out and communicate with the
voters courtesy of the U.8. taxpayers.

1 wonder how " x;na.ny taxpayers know
they are going to be paying’ fortha.t X

_ mtammhmmmuoma

taxpayer - subsidies - 1n -this -measure.-

Howibont the section “dealing with
nt expondftures amount. iIn -

- North Dikota or {a Okidhoma, H some-
- - one:pays for: an inlependent expondi-
. ture 07 $10,000-during the tampaign and

’ e‘lectloneyutaemfor Bemt:outndOon—

$1000 1n the Iast 30 days; then this Bill -
- provides. that the U.B. ‘taxpayer is
. going to have: tooomomnndmhit
dollar for dollar. - CEL emndn A h
Itummmmmmm
1s going o oost:: 1 do ot know how -
much 4t 4k going to-cost: Mo one in this
bodytmuma'mndh nu xdm'm

." j**j

: .cedve the identioad amount of £he tnde-

'pendent -sxpenditure s amonnt. ¥ the
independent. -exoends & eer-
'tn&nievd.thmﬂndeﬁamhm»ta,
‘comeina.ndma.bchlt

* We do -nob inow. how mmh t.ha.t is
gmmmmunumnmmﬂ»
1tons; - e
Imentlomd&ha&tnmy&tam.uyou,.
have a oonparticipating candidate, the
+ partieipating candidate is.going- to get .
$1.2 milHon . -of excess" expand.ttmo
‘amounts. That is:a massive subsidy. &
1.do not participate and have excess ex-
‘penditures im the amount of $1.2 mil-

RN

oti;h.eﬁémt.orfl:omtl‘mhaaup&rgd. bill. Ifyouren.dpagelz.thatmwhuti lion, then you are up to about $1.9 mil-

R (‘,. Loy
-—-#———; ,é,,f_\
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msenatanontlnned withJ.hemn
sideta&onofﬂmhﬂl e :
. Ammm'rﬁom L
The PBEBIDING OFF@CER. Who
seeka‘recognition? o
Mr. NICKLEBn.ddrmo&t.he(mair e
.The.- PRESIBING . OFFICER. * The -
Chair’ recognizes - the - Sem.tor imm
Oklahema fMr. NICKLES]. . :
Mr. NICKLES.. Mr, Pmsldent a mr-

lamentary tnguiry..
- The PRESIDING OFFICER 'I'he&m-
ator will atate it.. . o
Mr.. NICKLES.. Are we- 4&111 oD the
Shﬁby-ucconneu-ﬁtekies amand—
ment? :
.The PR.ES.B)}NG OFHGER. T:he Ben—
&Wris-con-ect, .
- Mre.: NICKLES, ‘Mr., Preatdent, I ﬂse
aa & -cosponsor ‘of mmmm
wish tocempliment myaouaague.&n-
ator ﬁmun And a.lso Benm

" sands.of dollars of mail subaidies. -

- of ‘California, - the maitl aubaidy

a.men.t.n.ledt.o.
'Ihayahouidlam entiﬂadto.t.he
mailing.. rates . provl.ded in - gection. -
me)otmeas,nmwnmcom
Tt does not say it means eligihle can-.
didates are -entitled to receive theu-.

A T

- Why 1n the world Senate candidates
should be entitled to mail &t one-thind

‘the _rate of anost persons, -1 do. aet -

- know. I.dnnotagm.it.ht.h&tph&hm-
. phy- ¥et, it 18 tn that package. . . -

#Por * example,- in- North" Dakou-
Nort.hDakotadoeanothaveamoein'
1866, 80 we will Jook-at the year 1898. In -
NorthDa.kota..ﬂ:emﬂlsuham}ao-—Ltu?

a small State witha.uma.ﬁpopn_
lation—are $15,000. In my  State of

- Oklahoroa, it 48 $77.000.. In,thesta.taot:

Ohlo, for example, ihe mail subsidy ig
-"$270,000. For the State of New York, the
matl subaidy 18 .5466,000. For the Btate
nmmmmxww

aumwsnhmmrmdsduea.m

m,mm,mmmmmmmmn-

AR

{B"
Mrmmumt&hamaremudm{i

« llon of U.8.-taxpayers’ iuhddiugoinz
, to.an eMgible candidate. - -
Now&hatlsaotahtﬂe.subeidy Tha.t
isa.massivesubsitLv :

~ Think of that: xlﬁmlmonm‘eligiﬁle
snheldies if you have ade participating
candidate - and .one nonpa.rtdcipa.tmg.
candidate.

. Thishnntahirshnﬂreforn&m-_
mers.lthumna& ‘highway robbery.

_ We.are. saying. that we want-the tax-.

=mmtonomsinm&»tmvolvedm

our -campalgns in a bigwsy. We think
the ta.myem ahmm: mudiw our
raoes.

: \Ijuat. tat.a.lly-dha.gree emdlbelieve
’-theAmarlca.npoopledmame T
~Instead .of bhaving i bHill labeled
campaign “refarm, it--ouwtt to be-ia-

" beled for what it i fai:ilements for

- politiciana. Letus ¢all ;1 wneway it is. -
,mtmhmpmple;ewmbmwd

the bill. N
Pageuotthe.bm »actianma,uyn
mnmwmmmt;mm.

reoaive.”-There they are, Zlheymaw -

-merated. It takes several pages Lp'go”



